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Detailed Action 

This Office Action is response to the application (10/529577) filed on 30, March 2005. 

Title Objection 

The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly indicative of 
the invention to which the claims are directed. 

Drawings 

The drawings are objected to because the unlabeled rectangular box(es) shown in the 
drawings should be provided with descriptive text labels (figures 4 and 5). Corrected drawing 
sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of 
the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being 
amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as 
"amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from 
the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and 
appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering of the 
remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an application must be 
labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and 
informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the 
drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
(e) the invention was described in- 

(1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in the United States before 
the invention by the applicant for patent; or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international 
application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for the purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the 
United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English. 

Claims 1-9, 11-12, 16, 20-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Mathis. U S Patent No. US 6,993,327. 

Regarding claim 1, 21, 23 and 24, Mathis teaches wherein "A communication system 
comprising [a system, method and network (110) for multicast 
distribution of presence information to a plurality of communication devices (Abstract, 
lines 1-3)]: a least one user with which presence information is associated, said 
presence information comprising a plurality of parts, at least one of said parts 
comprising information identifying an application for which said at least one part is 
intended [A contact list (122, 124, 126, 128), associated with each communication 
device, identifies one or more of the other communication devices (Abstract, Fig. 1, unit 
(102, 104, 106, 108))], and at least one entity to which presence information associated 
with said at least one user is provided, said at least one entity having at least one entity 
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application [Fig. 1, user A-D, unit (102, 104, 106, 108)], said at least one entity being 
arranged to use said information to obtain the at least one part intended for said at 
least one entity application [a presence service that distributes information on user 
status (Col. 2, lines 50-51), Each client device 102, 104, 106, 108 includes a contact 
list 122, 124, 126, 128 (a.k.a. a buddy list) that is capable of identifying one or more of 
the other client devices connected to the communication network 110 (Col. 3, lines 42- 
45)]. 

Regarding claim 2, Mathis teaches wherein "said at least one entity comprises means for 
receiving said at least one part of said information" [A portion of the plurality of communication 
devices receives the multicast messages identified by the one or more multicast addresses and 
extracts the presence information (Col. 2, lines 5-8)]. 



Regarding claim 3, Mathis teaches wherein "said entity comprises means for directing 
said at least one part of said information to the identified entity application" [The 
multicast messages include presence information about the group of multicast devices 
and are directed to devices that desire the presence information about the group of 
multicast devices (Col. 2, lines 25-29)]. 

Regarding claim 4, Mathis teaches, wherein "said directing means comprises an 
application engine"[The client devices 102, 104, 106, 108 and the server 112 each 
include a processor for general operation of the server and a memory for storage of 
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applications and data (Col. 3, lines 23-26)]. 
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Regarding claim 5, Mathis teaches wherein "said entity is a user"[the four client 
devices 102, 104, 106, 108 are labeled User A, User B, User C, and User D 
respectively (Col. 3, lines 28-29)]. 

Regarding claim 6, Mathis teaches wherein "said entity receives said at least one part 
of said information in response to a request from entity" [a presence service that 
distributes information on user status, and a transmission service that transmits a 
message to a particular user (Col. 2, lines 50-52)]. 

Regarding claim 7, Mathis teaches wherein "said at least one user comprises at least one 
application [the four client devices 102, 104, 106, 108 are labeled User A, User B, User C, and 
User D respectively (Col. 3, lines 28-29)]. 

Regarding claim 8, Mathis teaches wherein "the at least one user comprises a 
presence engine" [A user may connect to an I M server to establish and download 
presence information and, then, uses a Short Messaging Service ("SMS") to exchange 
messages (Col. 2, lines 62-65)]. 

Regarding claim 9, Mathis teaches wherein "said at least one application is arranged to register 
with said presence engine said information identifying said application" [Each client device 
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102, 104, 106, 108 includes a contact list 122, 124, 126, 128 (a.k.a. a buddy list) that is capable 
of identifying one or more of the other client devices connected to the communication 
network 110 (Col. 3, lines 42-45), A user may connect to an IM server to establish and 
download presence information and, then, uses a Short Messaging Service ("SMS") to 
exchange messages (Col. 2, lines 62-65)]. 

Regarding claim 10, Mathis teaches wherein "at least one of said at least one application and 
said presence engine is arranged to add said identifying information to at least one part." [Since 
claim 10 has similar limitation of claims 8 and 9; therefore, it rejected under the same 
rational as in claims 8 and 9]. 

Regarding claim 11, Mathis teaches wherein "said users comprise user equipment" [Fig. 1, unit 
(102, 104, 106, 108)] 

Regarding claim 12, Mathis teaches wherein "said presence information comprises at least one 
of the following parts of information: Subscriber status; Network status; communication means; 
Contact address, Subscriber provided location; Network provided location; text; priority; mood, 
favorite color" [a presence service that distributes information on user status (Col. 2, lines 50- 
51), network provides one or more multicast addresses (Abstract), presence status of other users 

connected to the communication network presence information such as online status (e.g., 

available to communicate), off-line status (e.g., unavailable), location attribute & capabilities, 
device attributes & capabilities, communication network attributes & capabilities (e.g., network 
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resource availability (Col. 3, lines 64-67, Col. 4, lines 1-9)]. 

Regarding claim 16, Mathis teaches wherein "said entity is arranged to request only one 
or more parts of said presence information processed by one or more applications of 
said entity" [a presence service that distributes information on user status, and a 
transmission service that transmits a message to a particular user (Col. 2, lines 50-52), 
presence status of other users connected to the communication network (Col. 3, lines 
64-66)]. 

Regarding claims 20, 22 and 25, Mathis teaches wherein "said entity application being 
arranged to process the at least one part of the presence information which comprises 
information identifying said entity application" [a presence service that distributes information 
on user status (Col. 2, lines 50-51), Each client device 102, 104, 106, 108 includes a contact list 
122, 124, 126, 128 (a.k.a. a buddy list) that is capable of identifying one or more of the other 
client devices connected to the communication network 1 10 (Col. 3, lines 42-45)]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a), which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 13-15 and 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Mathis U.S Patent No. US 6,93,327 in view of Petrovykh U.S Patent No. US 
6,822,945. 

Regarding claim 13, Mathis teaches all the feathers of the instant claimed invention except for 
the specific detail of wherein "the system operates in accordance with a session initiation 
protocol (SIP). 

Petrovykh teaches that is well known to have "the system operated in accordance with a 
session initiation protocol (SIP)" [signaling may be sent over the IM protocol, although typically, 
the other media will provide their own protocol, which will be used respectively, such as H.323 
or SIP for IPNT (Col. 18, lines 62-65). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify Mathis's invention by utilizing the Session 
Initiation Protocol (SIP) which is an application-layer control (signaling) protocol for creating, 
modifying, and terminating sessions with one or more participants. These sessions include 
Internet telephone calls, multimedia distribution, and multimedia conferences as taught by 
Petrovykh. 

Regarding claim 14, Mathis teaches the system-according claim 1, as described above [See 
above rejection] except for the specific detail of wherein "said part of information comprises a 
tuple." 

Petrovykh teaches that is well known to have wherein "said part of information 
comprises a tuple" [a data store for storing presence information tuples (Col. 4, lines 16-17, Fig. 
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11, unit 1 107). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Mathis's invention by disclosing a tuple, which means by 
implementing a tuple in the system, it maps the field names to a certain value in database. It's 
disclosed further that tuples quickly process the waiting events as taught by Petrovykh (col. 4, 
lines 47-54). 

Regarding claim 15, Mathis together with Petrovykh taught the system-according claim 14, as 
described above. Mathis further teaches wherein "information identifying said user and said 
application identifying information" [Each client device 102, 104, 106, 108 includes a contact 
list 122, 124, 126, 128 (a.k.a. a buddy list) that is capable of identifying one or more of the other 
client devices connected to the communication network 1 10 (Col. 3, lines 42-45)]. 

Regarding claims 17 and 19, Mathis teaches the system according claim 1, as described above 
[See above rejection] except for the specific detail of wherein "filtering means are provided for 
providing only the requested parts of said presence information." 

Petrovykh teaches that is well known to have wherein "filtering means are provided for 
providing only the requested parts of said presence information" [the enhanced with a filtering 
capability of filtering status information that closely matches a user request (Col. 11, lines 1-3)]. 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify Mathis's invention by disclosing filtering, which can be installed by the user, either as 
separate programs, or as part of their e-mail client. It's disclosed further, in e-mail programs, 
users can make personal, manual filters that then automatically filter mail according to the 
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chosen criteria as taught by Petrovykh. 

Regarding claim 18, Mathis together with Petrovykh taught the system-according claim 17, as 
described above [See above rejection]. Petrovykh further teaches wherein "said filtering means 
are provided in at least one of a server; a presence server and said at least one user" [presence 
server analogous to Web server of FIG. 1 receives the request sent by the user of step 83 (Col. 
13, lines 8-10)]. 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

USPatent 6,885,861 to Koskelainen, Petri. 
USPatent 7,054,952 to Schwerdtfeger et al. 
USPatent 7,020,480 to Coskun et al. 
USPatent 6,668,167 to McDowell et al.. 
US.Patent App. 2003/0073440to Mukherjee et al. 
USPatent App. 2002/0147000 to Holmes-Kinsella, David A. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sulaiman Nooristany whose telephone number is (571) 270-1929. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 9 to 5. If attempts to reach the examiner by 
telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Jeff Pwu, can be reached on (571) 272- 
6798. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained 
from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more 
information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions 
on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 
9197 (toll-free). 

Sulaiman Nooristany 6/27/2007 
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